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Other articles which come within the scope of this notice are 
"Korah" (by Selbie), which assumes the triple analysis of the narra- 
tive; "Laban," "Lot," "Machir," "Manasseh" (by Driver), all of 
which are on the plane that we expect from this accomplished scholar ; 
" Manasseh the King" (by Peake), which treats the story of the repent- 
ance as a "characteristic example of the chronicler's method of rewrit- 
ing history ;" " Pharaoh " (by Griffith), whose critical caution is well 
placed, and which acknowledges that the Egyptian monuments give 
us no record either of the oppression or of the exodus. 

Articles on " Melchizedek," "Merodach-Baladan," "Medes," and 
"Nebuchadnezzar" are contributed by Professor Sayce. From anyone 
else it would be astonishing to see Hommel's parallel reproduced, 
which likens the king of Jerusalem in the Tell-el-Amarna tablets to Mel- 
chizedek. Equally surprising is it to see the statement that Jehoiakin 
was put to death by Nebuchadnezzar, made on the authority of Josephus, 
in the face of the silence of the Hebrew sources. But some allowance 
must be made for the personal equation. 

"Mesha" (by Price), "Micaiah" (by Patrick), " Midian" (by Chap- 
man), "Mordecai" (by White), "Naaman" (by McClymont), and 
" Nehemiah " (by Batten) call for no special remark. In general they 
accomplish the purpose for which a dictionary of the Bible is compiled. 

Henry Preserved Smith. 
Amherst College. 

New Testament History and Theology. — This volume contains no 
contribution to New Testament history which compares in value with 
Dr. Sanday's "Jesus Christ" in the preceding volume. The nearest 
approach to it here found is Dr. F. H. Chase's "Peter (Simon)," 
which, using all the data obtainable from the New Testament and 
patristic writings, is original, concise, and suggestive. The treatment 
of the story as drawn from the Acts is not so valuable as the discussion 
of "St. Peter in Christian Tradition." The material for this section 
is presented in clear form, convenient for independent study. Dr. 
Chase accepts the tradition of Peter's activity in Rome in conjunction 
with Paul, holds that Peter did so important a work in Syrian Antioch 
as to warrant the second-century tradition that he was the founder of 
that church, thinks there is no evidence that he ever preached in 
Pontus or Asia Minor, and concludes that he was put to death in 
Rome by Nero, in connection with the persecution in 64. The author 
is fertile in conjectures — for instance, he accounts for Peter's visit to 
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Rome by supposing that he was summoned thither by Paul to work 
with him in the interests of harmony between the Jewish and gentile 
branches of the church, and he explains the omission of any mention 
of Peter in Second Timothy by the conjecture that he had been sum- 
moned back to Jerusalem by the martyrdom of James. It will be seen 
that this discussion has very interesting bearing on the life of Paul. 
The long article on "Paul," by Professor Findlay, is disappointing in 
the division which treats of the life of the apostle. It may be of interest 
to note that the author dissents from the so-called South-Galatian 
theory, holds (with Sabatier and others) that Paul's rebuke of Peter in 
Antioch occurred between the second and third missionary journeys, 
and accepts the theory of two imprisonments, with martyrdom in 67. In 
chronology he agrees in the main with the article "Chronology" in Vol. I. 
The map is very poor ; no attempt seems to have been made to bring 
it up to date. Mr. W. Fairweather's " Maccabees " hardly does justice 
to the most thrilling and critical period of post-exilic Jewish history. 
The main points in the development are correctly indicated, but the 
whole is prolix, runs on one level, and fails to leave any strong impres- 
sion. Among the historical articles of minor importance mention may 
be made of Dr. Chase's "Mark" — a thorough and clear discussion of 
all that can be gleaned from the New Testament and tradition, with 
some admixture of the author's own fertile conjecture ; and Mayor's 
" Mary," which contains a fresh vindication of the character of Mag- 
dalene. 

The most important discussion for New Testament theology is that 
section of Findlay's article on " Paul " which treats of his doctrine. The 
author follows undoubtedly the correct method in treating Paul's the- 
ology as theocentric, and in representing the doctrine of the grace of 
God as the cornerstone of his Christian thinking. The recognition 
of the kinship between Paul's use of BiKaicxrwri Oeov and the prophetic 
idea of the righteousness of God is good, though it is possible that 
Professor Findlay underestimates the reflex influence of Paul's use of 
Sikcuoo) on his idea of righteousness. The statement of the apostle's 
doctrine of the cross is much more adequate than is McGiffert's, for 
instance. One is unable to escape a feeling that a somewhat too mod- 
ern view of death is attributed to the apostle, and that the mental 
element in his conception of faith is overemphasized. In discussing 
the history of criticism is it not a little misleading to class Steck and 
the recent Dutch critics with the radical wing of the disciples of Baur? 
Dr. V. H. Stanton's "Messiah" conceives the messianic idea too 
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narrowly, and hardly recognizes sufficiently the varied forms of expres- 
sion assumed by the hope of Israel in different ages. He still dates the 
Enochic similitudes after Christ, and practically ignores them in his 
construction of the Jewish conception, because outside the New Testa- 
ment the idea manifest in them appears in no other literature that 
has come down to us. Rejecting the messianic significance of the 
title " Son of man," the author makes no allusion to the support often 
found for his view in Aramaic usage. Has Dalman {Die Worte Jesu) 
convinced him that the appeal to Semitic philology is unavailable ? 
Plummer's " Lord's Supper " might well have dealt at a little greater 
length with the recent theories of the Pauline origin of the institution. 
The article was written with the modern discussion fully in mind, and 
rests its conservative conclusion on the fact that Second Corinthians is 
earlier than Matthew and Mark, and the further fact that Paul's injunc- 
tions concerning the supper require the support of current church 
usage to give them any force. Professor Denney's treatment of the 
"Law in the New Testament" leaves little to be desired in an article 
necessarily so concise. Professor Adeney's article on " Mediation " is 
also concise, sane, and helpful, the reminder that in the New Testament 
the conceptions of blood and sacrifice are refined and spiritualized 
being specially welcome. The number of articles bearing on New 
Testament theology is not large. Mention might further be made of 
those on the " Man of Sin," by Dr. M. R. James, and " Michael," by 
Professor Charles, which are models for clearness and modernness of 
treatment ; also of Dr. Purves' " Logos." There are several studies of 
important words, such as " Knowledge," by Dr. Denney, who does not 
keep distinct enough yvwo-is and <ro<£ta ; "Light," by F. H. Woods; 
" Life and Death," by G. C. Martin, disappointing ; " Love," by Dr. J. 
Orr ; "Man," by Professor Adeney ; "Millennium," by Professor W. 
Adams Brown. In the field of apologetics, Dr. J. H. Bernard has 
contributed a full defense of " Miracle," following in the main the old 
lines of argument. 

Rush Rhees. 
Rochester, N. Y. 

New Testament Introduction. — On almost any basis of comparison, 
the article on the "New Testament Canon," by Professor Stanton, is dis- 
appointing. While it is true that he has discussed the various positions 
of Harnack and Zahn, his general method makes the article hardly more 
than a presentation of the external evidence of the existence of the 
New Testament books in the early church. The deeper question as to 



